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Man of the Hour: Senator Knowland is definitely the man of the hour in the Nation’s Capital today. 
Nothing for a long time has so stirred Washington as Knowland’s vigorous stand on keeping Red China 
out of the UN. His threat — that he would resign as Majority Leader and stump the country for our with- 
drawal from the UN, if our Red enemy is admitted — is taken very seriously. 


While the Senator from California has not filled his job as boss of the GOP in the Senate as adeptly 
as his great predecessor, Taft, he is regarded as a man of his word and passionately sincere in his reso- 
lution to carry out his warning. Already the “liberal” typewriter brigades are at work calling him 
“Senator from Formosa” and “chief of the China Lobby.” There is little doubt as of today that Know- 
land has a big majority of the legislative body behind him on this issue. 


However, cold-eyed observers here — even those who sympathize with Knowland’s stand — wonder 
if “it’s in the bag,” that is, if in the long run he will keep the country aroused. They note that within 
48 hours of his first utterance, he called for constituents to write letters to their members of Congress. 
If the volume of mail were tremendous, such a call would not be necessary. Observers concede that un- 
doubtedly public sentiment is behind Knowland and that most of the people would like the U.S. to 
withdraw from the UN anyway. However, these observers remind us, the pro-America side of any issue 
here in recent decades has never effectively organized and mobilized public sentiment so that either 
President or Congress dared defy it. 


They recall the tremendous support for MacArthur, when he was fired and returned to this coun- 
try. But the Republican politicians and business and community leaders failed to get together, close 
ranks and create a nationwide organization to implement their sentiments. The old general, consequently, 
“faded away.” If the pro-American leaders had even a fraction of the enterprise and determination of the 
internationalists, they would have taken command of the situation. 


And — it is pointed out — Knowland’s chances would appear better if, on the morrow of his elo- 
quent utterance, the pro-Americans had come out with a “Committee for Saving the U.S. by Withdrawal | 
from the UN,” or some similar title. (Remember the internationalist “Committee to Save the U.S.. by 
Aiding Britain” of 1940-41?) Unless some such energetic measures are taken, observers sadly say, don- 
trary circumstances will develop. Members of Congress who now give lip service to Knowland will re- 
ceive visits from internationalist members of the White House Palace Guard; some of these Congressmen 
are looking for patronage, some hope to be appointed by the White House to the bench, in return for 
submission to the Palace Guard on issues. They'll weaken — unless the people who elected them are 
sufficiently stirred to keep their representatives in Congress under constant pressure to support our with- 
drawal from the UN. The people want it, observers believe. That is not the question. The question is 
—do they want it badly enough? 


A Plan for Defense: After the late war internationalists invented a dangerous legend to effectively 
and permanently tie the United States to the quarrels of Europe and Asia. The legend was that U.S. in- 
dustry was completely dependent on critical materials from Europe, Asia and Africa both in peacetime 
and in war. 


The Communists used this legend to encourage us to increase our dependence on foreign sources 
across the seas. The Communist strategy was to commit us as much as possible to those faraway deposits, 
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on the supposition that if’War came they could quickly cut off these minerals, thus leaving us deprivéd of 
vital war materials.’ 


Our so-called ailjas i in Europe also made good use of the legend to enrich themselves. Because we 
believed that our allies alone could provide our factories with critical materials, we went all out to cul- 
tivate their goodwill by making them gifts of billions of dollars. 


Internationalists interested in snaring the United States in a world government used the legend to 
promote the idea that we must take the lead in bringing peace to the world because wars in Europe and 
Asia would imperil our prosperity by cutting off foreign sources of materials indispensable to American 
industry. 

Many U.S. experts have known that the legend was false — that all the critical materials our indus- 
try needed could be found in abundance in the Western Hemisphere, sources of supply that could not be 
affected by wars across the oceans. And now a Senate sub-committee headed by Senator George Malone 
(R., Nev.) furnishes the facts that completely debunk the myth that our factories must be dependent on 
supplies of critical materials in Europe, Asia and Africa. 


The Malone sub-committee conducted hearings over the past 10 months from coast to coast and ex- 
amined more than 360 experts. It concentrated its inquiry on a total of 77 raw materials which are es- 


sential to the conduct of modern warfare and which we have acquired by imports from abroad. The 
committee found: 


1. A highly placed official in our government, Harry Dexter White, former Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, who was later exposed as a Communist agent, gave great impetus to the idea that the 
U.S. must obtain its critical materials from Europe and Asia because of the scarcity of such materials 


in our part of the world. He particularly recommended that we give Russia a $10,000,000,000 credit. 


to be repaid with critical materials. 


2. Procurement policies of the government over the past quarter century have steadily enlarged 
the dependence of our factories on old-world sources of critical materials, because the economists fur- 
nishing the economic data for those policies had closed their eyes to Western Hemisphere sources. 


3. The Western Hemisphere can be made completely self-sufficient in the production of all critical 
materials essential in war. 


4. Reserves of critical materials in the United States itself have been grossly underestimated. 
Furthermore, only the surface has been scratched in determining the magnitude of such reserves. Thus 
less than 1% of the land area of the United States has been included in geological investigations; only 
12.7% has been even geologically mapped; and only 31.1% topographically mapped by the U. S. Geo- 
logical Survey, although the Survey started its ‘mapping work in 1880. 


5. Malone’s report convincingly shows why the legend that the United States is definitely a “have- 
not” nation in respect to a considerable number of strategic raw materials is “one of the greatest frauds 
and hoaxes ever perpetrated on the American people.” 


United Fruit: The Capital buzzes with argument over the Department of Justice suit against the United 
Fruit Company (operating in Guatemala) on the ground of an alleged monopoly. Some editorial writers 
become enthusiastic over this move as a great victory in the psychological warfare field; saying it shows 
that the U. S. is not the backer of big corporations in Latin America and has no part in the United Fruit 
Company’s complaints against the recent Communist government in Guatemala. 


There’s something odd about all this. On January 14, 1953, HUMAN EVENTS noted the following: 
“On January 9, the Washington Post, not usually given to criticizing Beedle (Smith) and his CIA, re 
ported with horror that the organization had been interfering in the politics of several Caribbean repub- 
lics. In the case of Guatemala, Beedle’s ‘hawkshaws’ wanted to overthrow the government and blame it 
on the United Fruit Company. .. .” 
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The Department of Justice action, whatever its merits, may make a favorable impression on some 
Latin Americans. But what sort of an impression does it make on U. S. investors who are daily urged 
and cajoled, by the U. S. authorities as well as Latin Americans, to invest in Latin America? And, ac- 
cording to current comment, the low standard of living in some republics south of the border, supposed 
to be the cause of Communist activities, results from lack of investment capital to lift that standard. 
How can one blame Wall Street if it becomes somewhat confused by all this and decides to stay at home? 


Flanders: Senator Flanders of Vermont is receiving some of the treatment he has given Sen. McCarthy. 
A U.P. dispatch on June 22, reported that a Vermont industrialist said he will start a drive to recall Sen. 
Flanders because of his attack on Sen. McCarthy. Oscar A. Risford, head of an East Highgate, Vermont, 
manufacturing firm announced the drive saying “there are thousands who resent deeply as I do the 
atttempts that have been made to belittle and destroy Senator McCarthy’s name and his efforts to do a 
great service for our country.” Rixford who was a Flanders supporter in the past said he would pattern 
the drive after the recent “Joe Must Go” campaign in which a small town Wisconsin publisher sought 
to force a recall election. The latter publicity effort turned out to have thin support, and the Wisconsin 
publisher fled the state. But, one wonders, why does not the press — which overplayed the “Joe Must 
Go” movement — at least give some small mention of the. Vermont manufacturer’s movement? 

And fighting publisher William Loeb, Jr., of the Manchester (New Hampshire) Union Leader 
(largest paper in that state) challenged Flanders to “practice what he preaches” and reveal more facts 
about his own business connections. Loeb in a wire to Flanders (reported in his paper on June 15) said: 
“You should answer the questions (1) whether or not the Jones and Lamson Machine Tool Company in 
your home town of Springfield, Vt., in which you are reputed to have a large interest, has in the past 
supplied machine tools to Soviet Russia; (2) whether or not your company is contemplating supplying 
more machine tools to the killers in the Kremlin; (3) you should answer the question whether this busi- 
ness connection with Soviet Russia has influenced your unspeakable attack on Senator McCarthy.” Mr. 
Loeb’s office says that Flanders has not answered these queries. 


Elections: Some observers in Washington are doubtful that the GOP can hold the House or even the 
Senate in the fall elections. If defeat occurs, many here believe that the New York Times and the “lib- 
eral” press will proclaim the outcome as a rebuke to GOP members of Congress for failing to support the 
“liberal” program of the Eisenhower Administration. Already signs of this appear in the left wing press. 

Actually, observers feel that any such setback would be the result of “me-too-ism” in the Adminis- 
tration and its servile followers. This view is shared by the Dunn Survey of Greenwich, Conn., which 
has scored a high average of accuracy in its election forecasts over many years. Election statistics, Dunn 
emphasizes, show that an anti-me-too attitude brings better results for GOP congressional candidates. 

He says: “In every congressional election year, commencing ‘in 1938, when Republican candidates 
were not handicapped by running on a ticket with a ‘liberal’ candidate for President, the congressional 
candidates won a larger percentage of the national vote than any Republican Presidential candidate won 
since 1936, except in 1952.” And in 1946, when GOP candidates for Congress made the most clear cut 
campaign against New Deal programs, they won more seats in both Senate and House than in 1952. 

In the House, Dunn points out, Republicans won 246 seats in 1946, only 221 in 1952. In the Senate 
Republicans won 51 seats in 1946; only 49 in 1952. On their own, Republican candidates for Congress 
won a working majority in the strongly anti-New Deal campaign of 1946; but they did not do so under 
Eisenhower leadership in 1952. . 

The Dunn Survey also punctured the myth that Ike’s election was due to his capture of many voters 
from Democrats and Independents who had formerly voted Democratic. “The facts are to the contrary,” 
says Dunn, pointing out that Stevenson won more votes than did the combination of Truman, Thurmond 
and Wallace in 1948 and ran only a small margin less than did the Roosevelt votes in 1940 and 1944. 
In all of the South and border states excepting two (Mississippi and Oklahoma), Stevenson won more votes 
in 1952 than the total cast for Truman, Thurmond and Wallace in 1948. Dunn concludes: ; 








“As Eisenhower’s large vote, and election, did not come from Democrats and Independents who pre. 
viously voted Democratic, only oné*gound conclusion remains. Millions of voters who were previously 
unwilling to vote for either the ‘libefal?, Democrat or ‘liberal’ Republican candidates for President, turned 
out to vote for Mr. Eisenhower with the expectation that his Administration would turn away from welfare. 
socialist programs. If the voters iow believe the Administration is accepting and extending the New 
Deal’s welfare-socialist programs, disappointment would cause many Eisenhower voters to remain away 


from the polls in November, resulting in the probable defeat for the Republican party in the congressional 
election.” | 


Nationalism: “We must realize,” says Herbert Hoover in a speech given in Chicago on June 24, “the 
vitality of a great spiritual force which we call ‘nationalism.’ The fuzzy minded intellectuals have sought 
to brand nationalism as a sin against mankind. They seem to think that infamy is attached to the word 
‘nationalist.’ But that force in the world cannot be obscured by denunciation of it as greed or selfishness 
— as it sometimes is. The spirit of nationalism springs from the deepest of human emotions. It rises 
from the yearning of men to be free of foreign domination, to govern themselves. It springs from a thou- 
sand rills of race, of history, of sacrifice and pride in national achievement.” 

“Every nation,” remarked the former President, “has laid its dead upon the altar of its country. 
These died with their national flag before their eyes and their national hymns upon their lips. The pride 
of race has swelled from their suffering and sacrifice. In our own country does not the word America stir 
something deeper within us than mere geography? Does not the suffering and the sacrifice of our fore- 
bears who fought for our independence flash in our minds with every mention of that word?” 

The former President concludes his eulogy of nationalism: “And equally do these emotions flow 
wide and deep in all free nations. Within them and their religious faith is their spiritual strength. It 
sustains their resolution against aggression and domination. ‘Nationalism’ cannot be abandoned if civ- 
ilization is to last among free men.” 


Education: Apparently taking their cue from a HUMAN EVENTS article, “A Solution for the Public 
School System” (Dec. 2, 1953), the Colorado Schools Protective Association, at a meeting in Colorado 
Springs last month, passed the following resolution: “Resolved, not to abolish public schools, but to re- 


mit part of the taxes that parents pay if they send their children to private or parochial schools.” The 
group consists mostly of farmers and ranchers. 


Between Covers: Rabbi Benjamin Schultz, one of the finest fighters against Communism, anti-anti- 
Communism and anti-McCarthyism in the country dissects the business of smearing conservatives with 
the “anti-semitic” label, traces it back to the Communists whose basic idea is ““Red-hunting is anti- semi- 
tism.” In the July American Mercury. 


@ Ralph de Toledano in the American Legion Magazine (May) not only exposes the American 
Civil Liberties Union, but en passant shows how Edward R. Murrow slanted the. news in favor ‘of the 
ACLU and against the Legion in the recent Union controversy in Indiana. 


@ William F. Buckley, Jr., turns from his current theme McCarthy (McCarthy And His Enemies, 
by Buckley and Bozell is on the current best-seller list) to his former interest, education, (God and Man 


at Yale, best-selling book in 1951), in an article in The Freeman, June 14, entitled “Does Just Any Col- 
lege Qualify?” 


@ Increasing demands for an American nationalistic policy abroad has brought revived interest 
in General William H. Wilbur’s recent book, Guide Posts to the Future (Henry Regnery Company), re- 
viewed in HUMAN EVENTS, June 2. 
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3 E a ABOUT FACTS FORUM 
Cree 


ie New 
n away By Victor Lasky 
*ssional 
HAT WE ARE LIVING in an age in which words have lost their meanings was never 
better demonstrated than by the recent action of a group dedicated to “cultural 
4, “the ” ° ° > b 
cual freedom” attempting to throttle such freedom for a group it doesn’t like. 


e word The American Committee for Cultural Freedom actually boasted in a press release 


se that it had persuaded the National Broadcasting Co. not to air a show proposed by 
t rises 


Facts Forum. 
a thou- 


Facts Forum, an organization founded by H. L. Hunt, a Texas oilman reputed to 
ountry. | be one of the wealthiest of the breed, states he is ‘‘dedicated to arousing public interest 


epride | in important current events and overcoming public apathy to public issues.” 
ica stir 


head It presents five radio and TV discussion programs. Two of them, ‘State of the 


Nation” and ‘Answers for Americans” are moderated and produced by Hardy Burt, 
1s flow || veteran news analyst and former publicity man for Eric Johnston. A former FBI agent, 
ath. It Dan Smoot, handles ‘Facts Forum’’ radio and TV programs. Lately, “Reporter’s Round- 
me: up,” produced by the Mutual Network and moderated by Robert Hurleigh, was added 
to the roster. 
Public Recently, Facts Forum came up with an idea it broached to NBC. It was willing 
em to pay production costs for a series of nightly debates on the day’s news between 
» The | a “liberal” like Elmer Davis and a “conservative” like Hardy Burt, the debaters sub- 
ject to NBC’s approval. 
pee So what happened? Norman Thomas, in behalf of the American Committee for 
s with | Cultural Freedom, wrote to NBC denouncing the proposal as “controversial,” insisting 
- semi- that ‘nothing is simpler than for a man to put up a pretense of controversy by picking 
the opponents and making sure that one side is always the weaker.” (Which may give 
some idea of what Mr. Thomas thinks of Elmer Davis.) 

At any rate, the A.C.C.F. announced that NBC would not put on the show. 
emies, Unable to understand how a “cultural freedom” group could involve itself in telling 
1 Man a network who it should or should not be using, the writer asked Mr. Thomas for a 
y Col- bill of particulars on how Facts Forum had violated ‘“‘proper principles of fair play.” 

The writer said he knew “nothing about Mr. Hunt, his views and motives.” “But,” 
he asked, ‘‘why can’t you give him the benefit of the doubt when he says he is interested 
solely in presenting current issues as impartially as possible? I was under the impression 


erican 


of the 


nterest 
y), re 


you believe a man is innocent until proved guilty.” 





HUMAN 
ee Thus far, Mr. Thomas has not backed up his generalized attacks on Facts Forum. 
Bene Published weekly at 1835 K Street, N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 
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If it can be proved, as is constantly alleged, that Facts Forum engages in far-right 
politics, or any kind of politics, then its tax-exempt status should be removed. 

Such a charge has been leveled by Rep. Wayne Hays, who recently staged a well- 
publicized walkout from hearings of the Reece Committee, after Mr. Hays accused a 
witness of using ‘“‘a scattergun technique” in citing several persons ‘in a derogatory 
fashion.” 

But Mr. Hays, in demanding — as was his right — a probe of Facts Forum, was 
quoted by the Associated Press on May 11 as follows: 

“Facts Forum is not only a propaganda machine, but it puts up money to defeat 
people for Congress like me. That’s what I call bad propaganda.” 

Asked for proof, Mr. Hays replied that he had “explained to the press that my 
remark was meant to indicate that Facts Forum puts up money to put slanted programs 
on the air . . . I certainly did not mean to imply that Facts Forum puts money into 
political campaigns.” 

But this explanation never reached print, an AP spokesman explaining Mr. Hays 
never asked for any “‘correction.”’ Needless to say the original Hays quote was circulated 


far and wide by various individuals and publications who view Facts Forum as evil 
incarnate. Why? 


eo ONLY POSSIBLE explanation is that Facts Forum consistently gives the conserva- 
tive side a break. However, not all its critics can be labeled pinkos. Facts Forum 
has somehow managed to gain the enmity of such conservative newspapers as the 
Providence Bulletin and the Dallas News 

In the case of the News, the criticism apparently stems from an incident taking 
place before Facts Forum was born. H. L. Hunt, who lives in Dallas, had criticized 
an alleged overplay of liberal columnists by the News. He suggested that conservative 
commentators be given an equal break. As he soon found out, however, no newspaper 
likes to be told how to use its newsprint. 

But, whatever Mr. Hunt’s private views, the bulk of the criticism directed at 
Facts Forum appears to be without foundation in fact. 

For example, on January 16, 1953, Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt wrote to Mr. Hunt, 
in part as follows: 

“Someone from Texas has just sent me the pamphlet on UNESCO which they tell 
me you have financed to the tune of some $700,000 a year. I wonder if you realize 
how misleading your pamphlet is and what incorrect impressions it leaves with people. 
I cannot believe, Sir, that you are spending money to destroy the UN and UNESCO, or 
any other world organizations, since such organizations form the only machinery through 
which we... have a chance of eventually building a peaceful world.” 


On January 26, Mr. Hunt replied, as follows: 
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“Your Texas informant is alarmingly extravagant with my funds and inaccurate 
as to my affiliations. I have not been working with Gerald L. K. Smith type persons on 
UNESCO .. . You have correctly assumed in your final paragraph that I would not 
spend money to destroy any organization which is building a peaceful world...” 
Mrs. Roosevelt replied on February 5: 
“I am sorry for the delay in answering your letter . . . I found out from later 
information that the pamphlet I had reference to in my first letter was put out by a 


Mr. Bond. With many regrets for having troubled you, I am very sincerely yours .. .” 


N” ALL of Facts Forum’s critics have been so gracious about admitting errors. 
Item: Time, the Daily Worker, the Providence Journal, the New York Post, 
Reporter, and Drew Pearson, constantly describe Facts Forum as a propaganda 
agency for Joe McCarthy. Mr. Hunt is accused of financing the Senator’s “drive for 
the Presidency.”’ At the same time, the anti-Catholic Christian Science Monitor has 
accused Mr. Hunt of anti-Catholicism. That an anti-Catholic can promote a Catholic 
for the Presidency doesn’t seem to add up. 

The fact is no Facts Forum program has ever advocated anyone for political office. 
The fact is that Mr. Hunt claims not to have contributed a nickel to Senator McCarthy. 
Even if he had, there still would be no connection with Facts Forum. 

Item: According to the Providence Journal, Facts Forum distributes books like 
Garet Garrett’s The People’s Pottage and John T. Flynn’s While You Slept. 

The fact is that Facts Forum’s 25,000-volume library also circulates books by 
Norman Thomas! A right wing critic would thus accuse Facts Forum of promoting 
socialism. 

Item: According to Pearson, ‘“‘Hunt’s and McCarthy’s potent backing have put 


Facts Forum on about 200 radio and 40 TV stations, not counting the ABC network. 
Perhaps one reason for its success is the Eisenhower appointment of Robert E. Lee to 
the F.C.C.” And a publicist named Barry Gray has stated that “the networks were 
bludgeoned by Hunt into providing time .. .” 

The fact is no one bludgeoned anyone. Network time had been obtained by Hardy Burt 
who states, “I’ve never had any contact or communications with anybody on the F.C.C.” 

Item: According to dozens of critics, Facts Forum stacks its shows in behalf of 
“McCarthyism.” 

The fact is that McCarthy has appeared on but one of the hundreds of shows 
originated by Facts Forum. The fact also is that, if anything, Facts Forum has leaned 


over backwards to give the “liberal” side a break. 


- etiees in a series of articles “exposing” Facts Forum in the New York Post, 
no mention was made of the fact that its editor, James Wechsler, had been a guest 
on “Answers for Americans.” | 


Other guests have included W. Averell Harriman, Representatives Jack Javits, 
Abe Multer and Emanuel Celler, Donald Rogers and Luke Carroll of the N.Y. Herald 
Tribune, Clarence Streit, Clarence Senior, Vincent Sheehan, and Senator Ralph E. Flanders, 
none of whom can be accused of admiring Senator McCarthy. 


Senator Allen J. Ellender, a bitter foe of “McCarthyism,” has appeared on several 
Facts Forum shows. “I have no complaints whatsoever ...” he declares. “I was given 
full opportunity to present my views in a fair debate.” 


Nevertheless, the false charges against Facts Forum continue. Those dedicated to 
extirpating ““McCarthyism”’ use all the techniques they attribute to the Senator in a 
campaign of vilification that has become standard operating procedure for “‘liberals” 
seeking to maintain their dominance of all media of communication. 


Take a column written by Marquis Childs last January. Mr. Childs states that 
an Eisenhower official, “deeply concerned over the threat of passage of the Bricker 
Amendment has heard that Hunt three or four times put up money to inspire a flood 
of telegrams favorable to the Amendment. While this report could not be verified since 
neither Hunt nor anyone for him would answer a query, it may well be true.” 


Shades of “McCarthyism.” If the report could not be verified, why did our great 
“liberal” columnist repeat it? 

Also constantly repeated is the threadbare yarn that Robert E. Lee was appointed 
a member of the F.C.C. by the President at the behest of Senator McCarthy. Mr. Lee, 
whose outstanding record of public service (including a lengthy stint as an FBI official) 
can’t be impugned, has also been accused of having moderated several Facts Forum 
shows. Talk about ‘guilt by association.” 

Mr. Lee’s eventual confirmation by the Senate, following ‘‘an ordeal by slander” 
unparalleled in recent history, was characterized by Jimmy Wechsler in the N.Y. Post 
as ‘“‘desolate news for the country.” Completely ignored, of course, was the fact that 
Senator McCarthy had nothing to do with the Lee appointment. 


Getting back to Facts Forum, it would be a good idea for the Reece Committee to 
give it a no-holds-barred investigation, as demanded by the irate Mr. Hays. Spokesmen 
for Facts Forum, including Hardy Burt and Robert H. Dedmon, have indicated their 
willingness to go under oath. 


“Facts Forum welcomes investigation,” they stated. ‘Properly conducted investi- 
gations are the means by which questions are answered, issues are resolved and doubts 
removed from the public mind.” 

Would that certain other foundations take the same attitude! 





Vicror Lasky, co-author of Seeds of Treason, edited The American Legion Reader. 
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